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1 PROJECT BACKGROUND 

The proposed Honeydew Ranch Project (Project) located at 665 Old Hindley Ranch Road 

consists of the construction of a 3-million-gallon water storage pond for irrigation use, up to eight 

acres of cannabis cultivation in greenhouses, and new processing buildings with footprints up to 

929 square meters (m2) (10,000 square feet [ft2]). The proposed project will be designed and 

constructed outside of all wetlands and waters on the property with a minimum 30-m (100-ft) 

setback from seasonal wetlands and tributaries, 45-m (150-ft) setback from semipermanently 

flooded wetlands, and 61-m (200-ft) setback from the Mattole River.  

 

1.1  Project Location  

The property is located in unincorporated Humboldt County in the community of Honeydew, 

California (Figure 1). The Project is in Section 6 of Township 3 South, Range 1 East of the 

Honeydew U.S. Geological Survey (USGS) 7.5-minute topographic quadrangle. The property is 

located at approximately latitude 40.2393° and longitude -124.1165°. The elevation within the 

property ranges from approximately 66 to 93 m (219 to 308 ft) above mean sea level. The 

property is situated on a high terrace adjacent to the Mattole River and approximately 

1.6 kilometer (km) (1 mile [mi])  upstream of the Upper North Fork Mattole River (Figure 1). 

 

The Project can be accessed by taking the CA-254 exit toward South Fork/Honeydew from US-

101, continuing west on Mattole Road, and turning east on Old Hindley Ranch Road. At the fork 

with Applewood Road, stay right (south) to continue on Old Hindley Ranch Road; the propertyôs 

gated access road is to the south and descends to 665 Old Hindley Ranch Road (Figure 1). Access 

to the site requires land owner permission and entry through a private gate. 

 

The biological assessment was performed across the entire 18.8-hectare (ha) (46.5-acre [ac]) 

property (Survey Area) (Figure 1).  

 

1.2  Report Purpose and Organization  

The purpose of this biological resources technical report is to describe the special-status and/or 

sensitive biological resources (plants, vegetation communities, fish, wildlife, and wetlands and 

waters) in or with potential to occur in the Survey Area that may be affected by Project activities. 

The Project includes some existing and proposed structures used for cultivation-related activities, 

a proposed pond, a parking area, access roads, and cultivation areas, the footprint of which is 

collectively referred to as the proposed Project area. All project features are depicted in the 

grading plans for the Project (Appendix A). Potential impact on biological resources are 

discussed along with suggested minimization measures to reduce impacts. 
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Figure 1. Location of the Project and the Survey Area. 

  



Honeydew Ranch Project 
Biological Resources Technical Report 

 

 

October 2018 Stillwater Sciences 
3 

2 VEGETATION ASSESSMENT 

Vegetation communities were characterized based on information collected in the Survey Area 

during the 1 December 2017 wetland delineation (Stillwater Sciences 2018). Vegetation in the 

Survey Area was mapped to the alliance-level following classification using the online edition of 

A Manual of California Vegetation (California Native Plant Society [CNPS] 2018a). The 

resulting vegetation map was used to: (1) determine if any stands are considered special-status 

natural communities, (2) if present, determine if they are likely to be impacted by the proposed 

Project, and (3) assess the likelihood of occurrence for special-status species in the Survey Area 

and proposed Project area. 

 

Special-status natural communities are defined as those with a state ranking of S1, S2, or S3 

(critically imperiled, imperiled, or vulnerable, respectively) on CDFWôs California Sensitive 

Natural Communities List (CDFW 2018a).  

 

2.1  Methods 

2.1.1  Desktop review  

The CDFWôs California Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB) (CDFW 2018b) was queried for 

the U.S. Geological Survey (USGS) 7.5-minute quadrangles where the Project is located 

(Honeydew), and the surrounding eight quadrangles (Shubrick Peak, Buckeye Mountain, Bull 

Creek, Weott, Ettersburg, Shelter Cove, Briceland) (hereinafter Project vicinity) to determine if a 

special-status natural community was recorded in the Survey Area. Table 1 lists special-status 

natural communities identified from the CNDDB query. 

 
Table 1.  CNDDB special-status natural communities with potential to occur in the Survey Area. 

Natural communities Description State rank1 

Upland Douglas-fir 

Forest 

A tall (60 m [197 ft]), mixed-age climax forest dominated 

(greater than 80%) by Douglas-fir. Climax stands appear 

restricted to droughty but not xeric conditions as caused by 

rainshadows, overly drained soils, or aspect. Sites typically 

occur on moderately deep, well-drained soils. Annual 

precipitation ranges from 58 to 309 cm (23 to 120 in) 

(Holland 1986). Stands within the Project vicinity are 

described as small pockets of old-growth conifers mixed 

with hardwoods along the south and west slopes of Gilham 

Butte between 365ï914 m (1,200ï3,000 ft) elevation above 

sea level (CDFW 2018b). 

S3 

1 State ranks for special-status natural communities (CDFW 2018b): 

S3 VulnerableðVulnerable in the state due to a restricted range, relatively few populations (often 80 or fewer), 

recent and widespread declines, or other factors making it vulnerable to extirpation from the state 

 

 

Existing information from the CALVEG geodatabase (USDA Forest Service 2018) and the 

United States Geologic Survey (USGS) regional geologic map (McLaughlin et al. 2000) on 

vegetation and soils in the Survey Area were reviewed. Field notes and photographs from the 1 

December 2017 wetland delineation conducted by Stillwater Sciences in the Survey Area were 

reviewed to confirm dominant and diagnostic vegetation of each stand. This was followed by a 

one-day site visit on 28 September 2018 to collect supplemental vegetation data to support the 

classification to the alliance-level. All vegetation data were reviewed, and a final vegetation 
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alliance was determined using the online edition of A Manual of California Vegetation (CNPS 

2018a). The finalized vegetation alliance names were checked against CDFWôs California 

Sensitive Natural Communities List (CDFW 2018a) to determine if any of these types are 

considered special-status natural communities. These alliances were also used to further assess 

the likelihood of occurrence for special-status plants in the Project. 

 

2.2  Results 

The approximately18.85-ha (46.59-ac) Survey Area includes: 1.76 ha (4.36 ac) of 

developed/landscaped land (formerly mostly grassland habitat) that includes various existing 

project and non-project related structures (e.g., barns, sheds, residence) and nonnative planted 

vegetation (e.g., Salix babylonica [weeping willow]); 1.95 ha (4.82 ac) of active Mattole River 

channel; and 0.09 ha (0.22 ac) semipermanently flooded wetland (Figure 2, Table 2). The existing 

structures that will be used for cultivation-related activities are confined to the 

developed/landscaped land and are all outside of the 150-foot wetland setback (Figure 2). 

Vegetation alliances observed in the Survey Area are listed in Table 2 and presented in Figure 2. 

Two special-status vegetation alliances (with a state rank of S3) were observed in the Survey 

Area, Arbutus menziesii and Umbellularia californica forest alliances (Table 2). Neither of these 

special-status natural communities were observed within the proposed Project area (Figure 2). 

The CNDDB special-status natural community Upland Douglas-Fir Forest (Table 1), which is 

associated with old-growth stands of Douglas-fir, was not observed in the Survey Area. 

Descriptions of the vegetation types are provided in the sub-sections below, along with 

representative photographs.  

 
Table 2. Vegetation alliances and other cover types observed in the Survey Area. 

Cover type  State status1 
Total area  

ha (ac) 

Developed/landscaped - 1.76 (4.36) 

Mattole River channel - 1.95 (4.82) 

Semipermanently flooded wetland - 0.09 (0.22) 

Annual/perennial grassland2 - 12.01 (29.68) 

Arbutus menziesii Forest Alliance S3 1.62 (4.01) 

Quercus chrysolepis Forest Alliance S4 0.53 (1.32) 

Salix lasiolepis Shrubland Alliance S4 0.19 (0.46) 

Umbellularia californica Forest Alliance  S3 0.70 (1.72) 

Total   18.82 (46.50) 

1 State ranks for special-status natural communities: 

S3 VulnerableðVulnerable in the state due to a restricted range, relatively few 

populations (often 80 or fewer), recent and widespread declines, or other factors 

making it vulnerable to extirpation from the state. 

S4 Apparently SecureðUncommon but not rare; some cause for long-term concern due 

to declines or other factors.  
2 All proposed Project features are located within this cover type. 
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Figure 2.  Vegetation communities  and proposed and existing Project features  within the Survey 
Area. 

 

 






















































